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Plaintiffs James L. Nix and Lakeside Excursions, LLC (“Plaintiffs”) appeal

the district court’s dismissal of their diversity action against Robinson Helicopter

Company, Inc.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We affirm.
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The district court did not abuse its discretion in dismissing the case under

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b).  See Henderson v. Duncan, 779 F.2d 1421,

1423 (9th Cir. 1986).  The record reveals that Plaintiffs’ counsel repeatedly missed

the deadlines set by the district court and the district court gave multiple warnings

about dismissing the case.  The Plaintiffs also failed to file a formal motion to

continue the trial as required by the local rules.  In light of these failures, as well as

the factors typically considered when determining whether to dismiss a case for

lack of prosecution, the district court was well within its discretion in dismissing

the case.

We conclude Plaintiffs did not establish a good excuse for the failure to

prosecute, thus we do not review the district court’s denial of the request for a

continuance.  See Ash v. Cvetkov, 739 F.2d 493, 497-98 (9th Cir. 1984); see also

Al-Torki v. Kaempen, 78 F.3d 1381, 1386 (9th Cir. 1996).  

AFFIRMED.


